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THE BULLETIN and its PURPOSE 


THE BULLETIN of the WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY is de- 
voted to crystallizing the programmatic foundation for a new revolution- 
ary proletarian party in America and a new international, On the basis 
of the lessons of the Odtober Revolution, of a struggle agninst the be- 
trayals resulting from the bureaucratic degeneration of the Comintern, 
against the workings of Social-democracy, as well as against the pol- 
icies of inperialism in the present epoch, THE BULLETIN presents a sys- . 
tem of ideas for the fight against capitelism. 


The immedinte aim of the WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY 
is to arm the revolut&onary workers with an understanding of the pseud- 
rovélutionary organizations now controlling the proictarian vanguard 
and to organize these workers into a new party, 


The zolc of Stulinism as the chicf betrayer within the ranks of the 
proletariat and of the Trotsky tendency as @ loyal “opposition” and main 
prop of Stalinism among the revolutionary anti-Stalinist workers has been 
established in UH! BULLETIN with documentary evidence. THE BULLETIN con- 
tains tac only sciensific exposure of the so-called “altra-left" tend- 
encies which soread the confusion that the Stalinist bureaucratic appara- 
tus controlling the State issuing out of a proletarian revolution, is a 
new classe 


To rally the proletarian vanguard around the program based on the 
best traditions of Marx, Engels and Lenin for the struggle to liberate 
tho toiling masses from overy form of oppression ~ this is the purpose 
for which THE BULLETIN has fought from its formation and which differ- 
entiates it from all other publications, 
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e The following is a Discussion Article written 
in line with the "Thesis on the International 
Situation" published in the June-July 1946 is- 
sue of THE BULLETIN. 


Although the ending of the "Second World War" situation occurred 
int an atmasphere of "unity" and "¢ollaboration" between the Soviet Union 
and Anglo-American imperialism, the present situation is dominated by 
& profound diplomatic conflict betweea these former "Allies", Almost a 
year and a half has passed since the "unconditional surrender" of Ger- 
many in May 1945 and yet there is a mounting crisis on the subject of 
the proposed "peace tréaties." After a series of highly publicised 
mectings among the Ministers of the so-called Big Four, a few rough 
drafts of treaties have been prepared for Italy, Rumania, Bulgaria, 
Hungary and Finland. <At the present writing these drafts are being pre- 
sented to a "pease" conference of twenty-one netions in Paris who have 
the power of discussion and recommendation and nothing more. After 
this present "peace" gabfest is over, the so-called Big Four are pre- 
sumably to take the recommendations into account and work out the final 
texts. 


Even the bourgeois press refers to the present drafts as dealing 
only with the "periphery" of the "peace problem." Any treaties must , 
necessarily hinge on the plans gor Austria and Germany in the heart of 
Europe; yet treaties for the latter two are not even on the agenda, 
According to the capitalist press “even if the Paris Conference should 
agree on a peace draft for Hungary, Rumania and Bulgaria it will have 
succeeded only in making peace in the rear areas - while in the front 
line - Austria - fighting is still going on." (N.Y. Times, July 29, 
1946) And of those treaty drafts that have been presented for disous- 
sion, The New York Times has pointed to the following significant 
feature: 


"The one sufprise is the large area on which the Big 
Four have not been able to agree." (July 31, 1946) 


Contrary to the hypoerigy of this imperialist organ, there is really 
no "surprise" whatsoever. An analysis of the mwesent relationship bet- 
ween the Soviet Union and the Anglo-American imperialists will show that 
there can be no basic agreement and that the "peace" crisis is destined 
to continue to its logical conciusion - the explosion of the basic ant- 
agonism between the bourgeois property dominated by Amglo-American im- 
perialism and the proletarian form of property controlled ty the Stalinist 
apparatus. 


The preliminary build-up to the Paris conference was marked by a 
skillfully effected ideological change in the propaganda line of Anglo- 
American imperialism toward the Soviet Union and viceversa. In contrast 
to the atmosphere of "unity" presented at Teheran in December 1943, Yalta 
in February 1945 and Potsdam in August 1945, the current ideology now 
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spread is one of basic cleavage and growing hostility between Anglo-Ame r 
can impcrialisn and the Soviet Union. Speaking of the change manipulated 
in the imperi®list countries, The New York Times noted: 


"There are many diplomats who believe this chanze wae 
deliberately engineered by the Administration in Vashington. 
The momentum of the pro-Soviet feeling, carefully engendered 
and built up during the war - which carried on through Pots- 
dam and Moscow conferences - has been halted and replaced." 
(April 17, 1946) 


On every point, ranging from Stalin's maneuvers in Manchuria, Korea, 
Iran, Austria, Germany,all the Balkan states, his attitude toward re- 
paretions, the use of the veto power in the "United Nations Security 
Council," the question of "control" of atomic energy - the list is end- 
less - the picture given to the msses is one of sharp division between 
Stalin and the "Westerm Powers." All this is accompanied by uninterrupted 
military preparations on both sides. 


These military preparations indicate what is really behind the vre- 
sent conflict which thus far is in its diplomatic stage, In the baili- 
wick of American imperialism it has been noted that "unlike the Amy's 
post-war experience twenty-cight years ago,there has been no sharp and 
sudden slump in weapons experimentation and development." (N.Y. Times, 
May 13, 1946. Our emphasis.) B 


It is quite clear that the American imperialists are not looking 
forward to any period of peace. Bigger and more destructive weapons 
are being built continuously despite the wcific pretenses of the of- 
ficial imperialist spokesmen: 


"The trend toward increased fire powdr, mobility and 
armor, noticeable during the war, has continued in the 
post-war months and bigger and better guns, tanks and 
bombs have been developed." (Ibid. Our emphasis.) 


According to some revelations by the Stalinist magazine, "Bol- 
shevik," the United States since 1940 has built 432 military bases, 
of which 228 are in the Atlantic, Negotiations are in progress with 
Britain, Denmark, Portugual, Australia and other countries for the 
acquisition of another forty bases (N.Y. Times, Aug. 1, 1946). Am- 
erican technical experts are reportedly preparing to construct air 
bases in Turkey which is closd to the Soviet Union, and German prisoners 
are now teing used to build air bases in Yoggia, Italy, facing Stalin- 
controlled Yugoslavia. The United States Army already has bases in 
Alas'm and Greenland in the Polar regions and recently a joint expedi- 
tion of American and Canadian forces explored the northern regions of 
the continent to gain additional military iaformation. There is hardly 
any secret as to whom the American impcrialists are preparing to fight; 
the target of the imperialist military preparations is the Y%oviet Union 
and alnost emeryone knows it. Indecd, wher negotiations were in pro- 
gress for a lease on Icelandic bases, The New Yor! Times openly stated 
as a matter of course that Iceland is on "the direct air route from 
Washington and New York to Moscow and also is stwategically located 
with reference to the route to Murmansk.!! (April ag, 1946) 


Added to all the above is the feverish production of atanic bombs 
and continued experimentation with all conceivable types of infernal 
military weapons. All the while, these war preparations supplement 
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the concerted diplomatic wrangle of Amglo-American imperialism with 
the Stalinist bureawcrats 


In the Anglo-American dmperidlist countries, the line is being 
spread that Stalin endangers "world peace" and threatens the "security" 
not only of small nations but even of the large western powers! The 
orevious "wartime" agreements are presented in the light of "appeasement" 


which added to the appetite of Stalin as it allegedly did to Hitler before 
hims 


"Step by step, from the partition of Poland, to the Yalta 
deal for Russian concessions in Manchuria and the final mut- 
ilation of Germany at Potsdam, the western Allies surrendered 
principle in favor of power politics. They did so in the 
hope of preserving the wartime unity of the United Nations, 
which is equ®lly essential to peace; but they did this by 
making successive and one-sided concessions to one Power 
only -— Russia - with the inevitable result that the Russian 
appetite grew and at the same time stimulatcd the appetites 
of others. Today these appetites have grown to proportions 
which not only end@nger the prospect of & common peace but 
also begin to threaten the interests and security of the 
Western Allies themselves." (N.Y. Times, April 22, 1946. 
Our emphasis. ) 


The cry against "Appeasement" is being raised to make the situation 
analogous with the days when Hitler, occupying one country after another, 
was building his military machine. Subtly and persistently Stalin is 
being cast as a "Hitlerite" aggressor, and this campaign is being pushed 
by official as well 4s wnofficial spokesmen of imperialism. George S, 
Messersmith, the present American ambassador to Argentina, "described 
the international situation as an ‘armed truce! and suggested that Rus- * 
sia's policy today was similar to that of Germany during 1933-38." 

(N.Y. Times, May 12, 1946) A statement by the leader in the House of 
Representatives was almost as blunt: 


"The House Democratic leader, John W. “McCormack of Mass- 
achussets, said today that ‘fear and uncertainty' prevailed 
throughout Europe because of Soviet influence. Efforts of 
the other powers to achieve permanent peace ‘have been de- 
terred!' by Russia's actions, he declared." (N.Y. Times, 
May 13, 1946) 


A Foreign Affairs sub-committee of the same House of Representatives 
conducted a tour of Europe and the Near East. The result was a report 
which accondéing to Bhe New York Times, "reflected a considerale degree 
of alarm over Soviet activities in countries under USSR domination and 
over growing Russian influence in other nations." (June 19, 1946) The 
report, significantly enough, rocommended a break with alleged "appease- 
ment" of the Soviet Union. 


In referring to vartime "pledges" made by the Big Three, a New York 
Times editorial warned ominously: 


"It is up to the Big Powers, especial ly Russia, to see to 
it that their waetime pledges are more than scraps of paper." 
(June 7, 1946. Our emphasis. ) 


If these are the statements emanating from the cautious sections of 
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the capitalist press, ome realizes the extent of the present diplomatic 
war dgcinst the Sovict Unim. 


The trade union bureaucracy hews unswervingly to the line laid 
down by imperialism. This agency of the bosses provides a good bell- 
wether for the present imperialist propaganda offensive: 


"As Mr. Byrnes returned the executive council of the 
American Federation of Labor issued a statement in which 
it 'viewed with the gravest concern the threat of another 
war,' called for a 'tough policy! toward the Soviet Union 
and accused Moscow of having used ‘methods of aggression!’ 
in Asia and eastern Europe since the end of “orld War II." 
(N.Y. Times, May 19, 1946) 


In England the same tendency is to be observed with Churchill in 
the forefront and the labor stooges of the imperialists, Attlee and 
Bevin, echoing his demagogy on the present world situation. 


From all sides and all angles, the imprialist propagandists are get- 
ting the masses accustomed to the idea that a war between Anglo-American 
imperialism and the Boviet Union will take place sooner or later, 

What is vital is a thoroughgoing understanding of how the groundword for 
the present diplomatic maneuvering was prepared. An unraveligg of this 
pattern will show the reason for the transformation in political atmos- 
phere from the outward appearance of "unity" to open hostility Between 
the former "Allies." Only on the tasis of this understanding can the 
situation be clarified to the masges who can then be put in @ position 
to counter the plans of the imperialist and Stalinist gangs. 
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The fictitious unity between Anglo-American imperialish and the Stal- 


inist bureaucracy was created during the pwriod @f the Nazi invasion of 
the Soviet Union. The Nazi invasion of the ®oviet Union represented the 
second intervention of world imperialism. ‘when the Nazi Army wad de- 
cisively beaten by Stalin's Red Army, the imperialist world was plunged 
into 4 tremendous crisis, In its preparation for war azainst the oviet 
Union, the entire resources of Burope had been turned over to the Nazi 
military machine. At the same time the Nazi forces were used to protect 
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their rear by terrorizing and policing the Huropean masses, This function 


was inescapably connected to its use as a military battering-ram against 
the walls of the Stalin-ridden Workers State. The defeat of the Nazi 
Army in the Soviet Union meant the end of the Nazi regime inside Germany 
and the occupied territories. This Yecessitated the replacement of the 
Nazi forces by those of Anglo-“merican imperialism which then took over 
the job of policing the European workers to head off an upsurge fron 
below, The chief function of the Nazi regime was to organize an attack 
on the Soviet Union; when this attack failed, imperialism had to remove 
that regime from the historical stage. 


As the first step along these lines, the Allied High Command estab- 
lished contact with the Buropean undergrougd and attached it to the 
specific military maneuvers. With the underground in hand,.Anglo-Amer~ 
ican imperialism gradually took over Western Burope, the change of hands 
being accompaniéd by only a token of resistance from the Nazi Army, 

In Germany itself the working class was dealt with in a special way. 
To paralyze any spontaneous develofment to overthrow the Nazi regime, 
the Allied imperialists subjected the German masses to a horrible 
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slaughter and terror by precision bombings of turbulent and potentially 
rebellious districts in key centers. Millions of wor'ers and peasants 
strait-jacketed in German unifoms were dispersed to various portions 
of the continent and dealt with pkecemeal. 


The failure of the second intervontion of the Soviet Union makes a 
third one historically inevitable for imperialism. History has already 
shown that a revolutionary crisis in capitalism may postpone such a 
hazardous undertaking; but so long asStalinism exists and paralyzes the 
masses, & nev imperialist attack on the Soviet Union is inevitable. In 
the present historical period, the new intervention can be led only by 
the military forces of Anglo-American imperialism, The investigation of 
the development of the post-Stalingrad period of the sham war shows how 
this new intervention has been prepared. 


While the contradiction between the form of economy in the “ovict 
Union and that in the imperialist world can be settled only by a clash 
of arms, the "democratic form of palitical rule 4n the main sectors of 
the inperialist vorld dictate the present preparatory ideological ap- 
proac’. to maneuver the masses into such a war, In the case of the second 
intervention, a whole historical period was needed to create a military 
instrument and the necessary political setting. The vanguard of the 
German working class was Wiped out by the Nazi terror, The Nazi military 
machine was then organized and strengthened with the financial hel of 
the «inglo-American imperialists. Finally, at the proper moment, and with- 
cut nore ado than tearing up a treaty, the Nazi army was plunged into 
Bussia. “he defeat of the Nazis put the burden for fulfilling a defini- 
tive nilitary solution on the shoulders of Anglo—mericaon imp -rialism 
directly. However, due to the "democratic" form of rule, the Amorimn 
and British imperialists cannot use the tactic employed by the Nazi 
loaders who dréve the masses into the shambles of war with “us sia by 
means of open terror. ‘The Anglo-American imperialists poasess the ned-~ 
essary military machines their main task, however, is to establish a 
suitable ideological atmosphere, to turn the sentiments of the masses 
acainst the Soviet Union, In this all-important sphere, the primary 
stumbling-bloci was the tremendous prestige gained by the Soviet Union 
due to Stalin's military victory over the Naai .rny. The method worked 
out to overcome this is embodied in a scrics of agreements with Stalin 
from Teleran to Potsdam running through 1943 to 1945, Takinz into ac- 
count the independent predatory and ranacious aovetite of the Stalins t 
bureaucracy for the grabbing of territories, the imperialists fitted 
this into their own schemes. <A wide range of territories was opened 
to the Stalinist bandits through agreements conteining 211 sorts of 
catch phrases which call for all kinds of "guarantees." The vorcsent 
anti-Stolin campaign is based pr cisely on these ter itorial occupations 
by Stalin and its relationship to the secmingly innocuous pledges which 
covered this entire manipulation, Now that the Stalin gang is fully 
entrenched in most occupied countrics, which Stalin enter:d through the 
door opened to hin by the Anglo-American imperialists themselves, the 
latter have cunninjzly set to work to transform the ideology of the 
masses fraa one of sympathy to one of active haéstility to the Soviet 
Union. The Stalinist m2neuvers and grabs, political terror, and un- 
mistakeable military preparations in the occupied cowmtries forn the 
solid basis for the entire imperi@list propaganda barrage. 


Ags the imperi2list vcress works up its idoological campaign against 
Stalin, revelations have been forthcoming regarding the machinations 
during 1943-45. It now tums out that while the Nozi drmy vas still 
deep in the Soviet Union, the imperialists at Teheran in December 1943 
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arranved with Stalin that he occupy all the Balkan countries except 
Greece and also came to an agreement with him concerning his entry into 
the "war" against Javan. (N.Y. Times, Aug. 11, 1945) In February 1945 
while Stalin was still at peace with Japan, the Anglo-American imperial - 
ists at Yalta, under the pretext of sccuring Stalin's "help to defeat 
Japan," guaranteed him the restoration of the old Tsarist rights in 
Manchuria, and gave him Port Awthur, the Kurile Islands, Sakhalin, 

and half of Korea. In truth, the Far Eastern maneuvers provided the 
most striking features in the entire imperialist-Stalin development 
during 1943-45. Three months before Stalin actually declared war on 
Japan, it was noted even by the capitclist press that Japan was already 
"defeated" by the U.S. and that Russian military intervention "to halp 
defent Japan" was not necessary in the Far Hast. (i.Y. Times, Vay 11, 1945) 
Yet a few days after Stalin declared war on Japan (August 8, 1945) it was 
revealed that the American imperialists had signed a committment to send 
one billion, seven hundred million dollars worth of Lend-Lease supplics 
to Stalin's Far Eastern Army and that this equipment was made a conditim 
for Stalin's entry into the "war" against Japan: 


"Russia's declaration of war on Japan Wednesday made 
good & promise given at the Big Three conferende at Teh- 
eran, She then pledged herself to goin Great Britain and 
the United States in the war ageinst that country within 
six months after the defeat of Germany. 

"Indeed, oecause of the agreement this country has been + 
engaged for more than six months in building up 2 tremendous 
stockpile of ammnition and other material in Siberia so that 
Russia could strike Japan in Vanc‘urin. 

"This stockpile, it can now be revealed, was made a con- 
dition to Russian participation in the Japanese var." 

(N.Y. Times, Aug. 11, 1945 Our enphasis.) 


But an even more noteworthy fact was the Japanese policy toward the 
shipving of these war materials. Although the Japanese vere quite well 
aware of the direction and intent of this war matericl sent to the Sovict 
Far Exst, here is how they reacted: 


"One of the amazing featurcs of this situation is that 
while the Japanese knew the eharacter of those cargocs, 
they permitted the ships to make their trivs vithout mol- 
estation." (Ibid. Our omphasis.) 


The Japanese policy in relation to these shipments was in hoermony vith 
their line on land. Stationed in Mancmria were almost a million Japon- 
ese troons led by the crack Kwantung Army. The territory was easily 
defensible and was protected by natural barriers, shielded by high 
mountains and narrow passes in many strategic sectors. For many years 

it had been an open secret that the Japanese force in Manchuria was 
being groomed for eventunl use ageinst the Soviet Union. Yet when 

Stolin entercd Manchuria, the powerful Kwantung Army put up no resistance. 
Stalin's trooxs marched as mich as 105 miles in one day wibhout meeting 
op«osition, The Stalin-Japanese "war" in Manchuria lasted six days and 
the Kwantung Army surrendered without a single action that could be 
described as a real Rattle. Thus, just as the Japanese imp:rinlists for 
many months allowed war materials to go through their waters to Stalin's 
Far bustern forccs unmolested, so they allowed his land forces to move 
through Manchuria without setting up any impediment. Wasn't the Japanese 
policy of no oprosition to Stalin's Army anotler "condition" for Stalin's 
entry into thrt situation? It would seem that after four years of 
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unprecedented slaughter of the Russian masses in Europe Stalin could not 
chance to start another slaughter in the Far Exst - a fierce war could 
easily have developed if such was the Japanese oolicy. What excuse 
could have been given to the Russian Masses by Stalin to justify another 
terrible blood-letting, this time in the Far East? At least in Europe 
the masses could see the logic of his advance into foreign territorics 
on the grounds that this was done in the wake of beating the Nazi in- 
vasion. But Japan did not attack the “oviet Union and was being elim- 
inated in the eyes of the masses as a threatening force. Why, then, 
Stalin's war against the Japanese? The fact that no resistance was of- 
fered by the Japanese points to a guarantee given Stalin by the “nglo- 
American imperialists, to the effect that he could have Manchuria on a 
silver platter, 


With the wind-up of the "war" situation in the Far East, the noxt 
aspect of the impcrislist policy was gracunlly pushed to the foreground. 
This is the phase of disagreoment between the imperinlists and Stalin. 
The key fact is that is is precisely over the territories handed over to 
Stalin that this disagrecment attitude has developed which has now turned 
into 2 full-fledged diplomatic offensive by the imperialists and a counter- 
offensive by Stalin. The Stalin-occupicd territories are described as 
police states hidden from the outside world by an "iron curtain" hehind 
which are speeded preparations for aggressive wor. No advanced worker 
will question the forelmovledge of the imperialist politicians that 
Stalin can build nothing but a "police state" in so far as the political 
form of rule is concerned in the occupied territories. Hit in the "ap- 
peasement" period, the inprialists pretended that Stalin's occupation 
of territories was the product of the world-wide victory of "democracy 
against fascism." <A typical example of how the bourgeois propaganda 
machine operates can be seen in the current disclosure of the Stalin 
fortifications in Albania. Just as the European "peace" conference op- 
ened, these fects were heralded in the capitalist press. The tenor of * 
the articles painted a dark picture of terrorism in this Stalinist pup- 
pet state and a hint that the military fortifications were directed 
against the British puppet, Greece, Other articles on the subject showed 
the intimate tie between these developments and Stalin's direct military 
preparations: 


"The Albanian Army at present is considered virtually a 
part of the Yugoslav Army, which, in turn, is to all intents 
and purposes a cog in the Russian military machine. 

"The presence in Albania of Yugoslav and Russian advisers 
and instructors is accepted here as indisputable fact. 

The character of the Albanian Army dispositions, presumably 
ordered by these experts, appears to be not only defensive," 
(N.Y. Times, Aug. 1, 1946) 


That is hidden from view is the telling fact that the Anglo~American 
impericlists had landed in Albania in October 1944 but withdrew from the 
country and allowed Stalin's stooge, Tito, to take over, Similarly, 
in Yugoslavia directly, Anglo-American imperialism abandoned their own 
stooge, Mikhailovitch, and gave official support to Stalin's man, Tito, 
in 1943 and authorized his hegemony over Yugoslavia. But now that the 
Anglo-American imperialists helped this Stalin puppet to power the new 
line is put into effect. The "Allied" imperialists Imew, of course, 
what would happen in Yugoslavia when they agreed to recognize Tito but 
they kept this hidden in 1943, Now, however, they make a big to-do about 
their confirmed expectation: 
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"There is neither political nor religious nor any other 
freedom in Yugoslavia. The press is shackled, the oppositim 
has been crushed, and the OZNA, or Secret Police sees to it 
that all Yugoslavs without exception join the Tito forces 
and hail the Leader, or they do not eat." (N.Y. Times, 

June 3, 1946 editorial,) 


After the Allied imperialists deliberately opened the door to this 
Stalin agent, they suddenly became self-righteous about the character of 
his regime. With an indignant air, the capitalist mouthpieces declare: 


"The assurances given to the people of Yugoslavia and other 
céyntries of castern Europe during the war must still be re- 
deemed. (Ibid.) 


As with albania, so with other countries, the imperialist tactic of 
greasing the path for Stalin now yields political dividends for imperial- 
ism, enabling it to trensform Stalin in the eyes of the masses in the 
capitalist countries from an "Ally fighting for freedom" into another 
Hitler. This transformation is being carried out precisely around the 
territories which Stalin was more than willing to grab. 


The central fdature in the growing conflict will more and more hinge 
on the status of Stalin's occupying forces. From the standpoint of the 
masses nothing would seem more just and reasonable than the withdrawal of- 
troops so that the people of the occupicd countries can "fr.cly" work out 
their affairs. But the capitalist press takes great pains to point out 
that there is a bar to this high plan, and this obstacke is none othr 
than Stalins 


"Byrnes Seeks Army Withdrawal Plan Which Can Be Applicd 
Later to Austria and Germany. 
"SOVIETS OFFER MAIN OBSTACLE." (N.Y. Times, July 28, 1946) 


The imperizlists feign that their previous line of deliberately 
handing over territory to Stalin was being motivated by a sincere belief 
in Stalin's promises, When Stalin signed a scrap of paper, that secmingly 
was Gnough for the imperialists - or so their agents tcll the masses: 


"All the publicly issued war-time declarations of policy, 
and the United Nations itself, were based on the assumption 
that Russia was fighting to drive out the invader and that 
for the rest she would follow the principles of the Atlantic 
Charter, to which she had subscribed." (N.Y. Times, Mar, 13, 
1946 editorial.) 


But now the true motives of Stalin have becn "discovered" and as 
every child could have predicted, he became a violator of pledges and 
an opponent of the “sanctity" of small nations; 


"That Russic has pemsued a policy of unilateral aggrand- 
izement in violation of the Atlantic Charter is no longer 
subject to debate." (N.Y. Times, Jung 17, 1946 editorial) 


It is this understanding which the imperialist propasandists are 
trying to turn into the consciousness of the masses. The success of 
the bourgeois propaganda is ensured by the vast number of territorics 
which the impericlist leaders themselves turned over to Stalin in 
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Europe and Asia, Naturally, without these concrete occupations by 


Stalin's forces, an air of reality about "Soviet Agression" could never 
lave been created. 


The typical article in the bourgeois propazan} organs on the pre- 
sent world situation is usually headed: "What Does Sussia Vant?" Under 
this suggestive title, the imperialists, who are preparing for war, try 
to Imock out any idea that Stalin is guided by peaceful intentions. The 
agreements between Churchill-Roosevelt and Stalin are always presented 
in the light of Stalin's demands of "security" and the imperialist at- 
tempt to satisfy that seemingly reasonable request. However, it then 
turns out thet Stalin used the issue of "security" as a blind to cover 
up an intention for aggression. The previous agreements are then 
castigated as compronises of principle which only endanger "peace," 

It is now the fashion to ¢ondemn the agreements of 1943-45 as "mistakes" 
and "wealnesses" of the imperialist statesmen! 


"By the bad deals we made at Teheran, Yalta and Potsdam 
we built up Russia to the point where today totalitarianiam 
is as much of a threat to civilization as it was in 1938." 
(World-Telegram, July 8, 1946 editorial) 


Everywhere in the imperialist press, the story is monotonously the 
same; everywhere there is feigned an injured air about Stalin's violation 
of pledges. It is Stalin's oppartunist policy of grabbing whenever the 
opportunity is offered or exists, that gives the meat to the imperialist 
propaganda offensive. Opportunism always works for reaction; that is a 
political law which admits of no exceptions. The imperialist schemers 
utilize Stalin's opportunist appetite to tell the masses that this 
Frankenstcin whom they fed, wants mare and more: 


"In short, in a war fought under the banner of 'no ag- ¢ 
grandizement, territorial or other,’ Russia has already ac- 
quired territories equal to the larger part of the eastern 
United States. Yet all Russian pronouncements make it evident 
that even this is not enough, and ndw demands are being made 
through Russian diplomatic channels and through the press 
for additional territories." (N.Y. Times, March 13, 1946 
editorial) 
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On its part, the Stalinist bureaucracy proceeds along its own lines. 
Prior to 1939, Stalin was cmcentrating his power vertically and not hori- 
zontally. Today, on the other hand, the Stalinist bureaucracy is entronch 
ing itsclf in the major portion of Eastern “urope in a chain of terri&t- 
ories stretching from the Baltic to the Adriatic and containing nearly 
one-third of Europe's population, outside of Russia, Steps toward bur- 
eaucratic socialization of property are actually being taken in most of 
these territories while the economy of these areas is being integrated 
with that in the Soviet Union, The defeat of the Nazi Army opened en- 
ormmous vistas for the bureaucracy and led to a horizontal extension of 
Stalin's power. No longer is the Stalinist demagozy voiced: "We don't 
want an inch of foreign territory." Those days are gone forever, Every 
territorial advance of the Stalinist bureaucracy carries with it an in- 
crease in tts material and political power. 


The rapacious appetite of the Stalinist bureaucracy and the polttical 
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maneuvers developed by the Anglo-American imperialists coincided in the 
Stalin territorial advances. Each side operates to use the Stalin oc- 
cupations in its own way. For the iaperialists this ims provided the 
basis for a propaganda barrage to whip tho masses into line for the 
slogans of the third interveniim. Stalin, on *%*3 other hand, is prev- 
aring for var by solidifying his military footholds aud by countering 
the propayanda barrage of the Anglo-American imperiaiists. A whole series 
of puppet states and military blickhouses is thus being constructed 
around the old frontiers of the Yoviet Unim in one way or another by 
Stalin's Red Army and by his Yomintern agents. Where Stalin makes a 
formal withdrawal of his own troops as in Czechoslovakia, Iran and 
Manchuria, he uses the native Stalinist forces to retain control. In 
these cases, the Stalinist band paints to the formal withdrawal of the 
Bed Army forces as the fulfillment of an agreement; the impericlists on 
the other hand, counter with a charge of double-cross of the spirit of 
the agrcement by pointing to the machinations of Stalin's native agentse 
Even in cases where a presumably "democratic" election is held, where 
the local Stalinist parties are defeated at the polls, tke imperialtsts 
charge Stalinist violation of such "decisions" as "in Hungary, the will 
of the people already registered is being mullified, and where instead 
of the promised democracy there are being installed new totalitarian 
police governments as tyranniical as those we fought to overthrov." 

(v.Y. Times, June 7, 1946) 


Despite the fact that the Stalinists polled only 17 percent of the . 
total vote in Hungary, the bourgeois reports indicate that Stalin has 
elbowed his way into control of the owntry anyhow: 


"Red Control of Hungary Firm Despite Bad Showing in 
Election." (H.Y, Times, April 24, 1946) 


The moral is always that Stalin violates his pledges, which the im- 
perialist naturally expected. If elections show a defeat for Stalin, 
hen he retaliates by imposing his rule in violation of "democracy." 
The latest in the propaganda campaign around Hungary is the official 
imperialist charge that Stalin is stripping the country of food, in- 
dustry, etc., and is ruining its economy. The demand raised is 
that Stalin adhere to the Yalta "pledges." (N.Y. Times, July 27, 1946) 


In Austria, where Stalin also failed to get a majority at the polls, 
the bourgeois press details the same essential story. In the Moscow 
declaration of the "Big Threc" in 1944 Austria was singled out for a 
special guarantee of "independence." Now, however, since the electhons 
there, the idea is being implanted that because Stalin was defeated at 
the polls, he is out to ruin the country and prevent any sort of "“indop- 
endence." In an editorial picturesquely entitled "The Austrian Barri- 
cade," The New York Times asserts: 


"The purpose is clear, At the least Russia seeks to 
control the economy and dictate the policies of “ustria, 
Her actions even suggest that she is bent on ruining the 
country." (July 26, 1946) 


Thus, in Hungary and Austria where the Stalinists did not win a maj- 
ority at the volls, the imperix]ists use the fact that Stalin seeks to 
impose his rule by hook or by crook. 


At the end of May 1946, an electiog took place in Czechoslovakia 
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; tots Stalinism proved to be victorious. However, in the province of 
Slovakia, where Stalinism was defeated at the polls, the bourgeois press 
headlined the following news: 


"Slovaks Said to Riot Over Vote As Reds Scek to Depose 
Victors." (N.Y. Times, June 1, 1946) 


In short, the Stalin... line which is “ale or Ruin, the only line he 
has ever followed, is utilized vy imperialism to cezg on the masses against 
the Sove t Union, 


THE PRESENT PEACE TREATIES 


The advanced worker lmows how the bourgeoisie shapes and moulds so- 
called "public opinion." The masses are told what to think; occassionaly 
the umique technique is to tell them wmt their thoughts allegedly are and 
in this way the desired ideas are implanted. A typical example of this 
method was used in The New York Times of August 4, 1946. In a professedly 
objective article entitled "The American Mood" we learn what the masses 
are thinking, according to the impericlists: 


"Now, however,they (the American people - A.B.) are be- 
coming openly hostile to the Sovet Union, not passively be~ 
cause it is 'left!' but because it seems alien in almost every 
move, and because it seems menacing." (Our emphasis) 


It is in the context of this propaganda barrage that the present 
"yeace" drafts are teing discussed. 


The draft tr.aties concern five countries; Italy, Bulgaria, Rumania, 
Hungary and Finland. In the treaties there are provisions for the vit h- 
drawal of troops within ninety days after the ratification of the final ~* 
texts and some sugary phrases about carrying out the Yalta and Potsdam 
pledses for democratic "self-gogermment.™ However, there is a trick 
Clause in the Balkan treaty drafts which gives Stnlin the right to main- 
tain military forces for lines of communication with his zone in Austria. 
The traaties also talk of ratification being accomplished in the "shortest 
time passible." Since this ratification must come first, a convenient 
loophole is left to Stalin to wheedle out of the withdrawal committment 
and for the imperidlists to comtinuc their propaganda barrage on the 
basis of his maneuvers: 


"Since 'the shortest time possibly! is an indefinite phrose 
and nothing in the putale Constitution tends to make its ap- 
plication more precise, the fear has been expressed in the 
countries concerned that by delaying ratification, Russia 
might keep her armies in Hungary and Rumania indefinitely. 

The temptation to do so undoubtedly exists, since Russian 
domination of these countries still rests almost solely on 
military force." (N.Y. Times, dug. 2, 1946) 


In any case, any agreements about troop withdrawals in the Balkans are 
necessarily fiatitious os long as occupation forces remain in Austria and 
Germany, Yet it is ultimately to these occupation forces that all cyes 
will sooner or later be directed. Meanwhile, the “nglo-American impcricl- 
ists have raised @ hullabaloo about an "open door" on the Danube which 
flows through the progont Stalin-oontrolled areas and is the central 
artory in oapterh Surope. The Alifed imperinlists are also demanding 
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guarantees respecting Allied property rights in these sectors and are 
insisting on "most favored nation" treatment in all economic and commer- 
cial agreements. The whole issue about an "open door" on the Danube is 

@ convenient wedge for the present imperialist propaganda offensive 
against Stalin. In line with this offensive, the Anglo-American impere 
ialists have actucelly seized 372 Danubian ships and are withholding them 
from the Stalinist-dominated countries pending a "satisfaatory" agreement 
on Danubian rights. 


The issuc involved in the proposed Balkan treaty drafts are moulded 
to fit the propaganda line of the imperialists. The masses are told that 
there is 2 conflict between Stalin's Hitlerite expansionism and the ideas 
of a "free world.’' Discussing the proposed treaty drafts before the 
European conference, The New York Times editorialized on the "issues" 
as follows: 


"Russia, on the other hand, is demanding a governmental ly 
controlled economy modelled after her own, with bilateral 
prefercntial and even monopolistic arrangements in her favor 
which would in effect integrate these countries into the 
Russian economy and squeeze shem to the limit along the lines 
of the Nazi Grossraumwirtscnaft. In short, what is at issue 
here is whether the countries in question shell remain varts 
of a free world, or whether thev shall join the closed and 
controlled world of Russiu, which is pre-empting an increasing- 
ly large part of the earth." (Jy 31, 1946) 


It is quite obvious thst the European "»eace conference is nothing 
but a sounding board for thd diplomatic conflict between Anglo-American 
imperirlism and the Stalinist burcaucracy. 


War is but the conti:mation of po..itics by other, forcible means. 
Imperialist politics in the present period are designed to provide a 
feasible ideological Gee to hur! the — masses vader Anglo-American 
impericlism against the Soviet Union. The inperislist political line 

has been developed over a period of years precisely to instillthe impree- 
sion that Stalin "is pre-empting an increasingly large part of the earth! 
as the capitalist hirelings cherge on bchalt of imperialisi. Under the 
veil of this political, di»lomatic and economic offensive Anglo-American 
imperialism hores to build up a war atncsphere against the “ovie t Uniion 
end then to make good where the Nasi Army failed. 


A necessary feature of the imperialist demagogy is a distortion of 
the military status of the Soviet Union. Tho war with Nazi Germany 
caused incalculable loss of life among the Sissian masses and brought 
great devastation to European Russian. Whenever the true facts of Stalin's 
military forces at present are discussed we learn: 


"In a military sense, Russia lacks many of the modem 
Weapons and mechanical devices essential in modern warfare, 
Among her definicncics are her lack of the atomic bomb, a 
sizeable navy, a home-equipped mechanized army and especially 
the absence of a substantial machine-tool industry." 

(N.Y. Times, July 7, 1946) 


One newspaper man who wanted to prove that Stalin could not chance 
another war cited the following facts to prove his contention: 
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NAnd the Soviet Union, despite its vast and not yet de- 
mobilized armed forces, is far too weak, It has the fantast~ 
ically huge job of recovery at hand, It has no navy. It 
has no strategic air force. It has no fissionable weapons, 
It might well take a quarter contury of industry, ingenuity 
and assistance of the German scientists rounded up by the 
Red Army to overcome this inferiority." (N.Y. Times, 

June 16, 1946) 


As against the Soviet Union stand the two imperialist military giants, 
Britain and America, with their forces intact, registering phenomenal 
productive increases in every variety of deadly military weapons, These 
two povers contiol immense material and human resources in South America, 
Africa, and Asia which, mw doubt, will be utilized in their attack on 
the Soviet Union. However if these facts were to be widely assimilated 
the fable about Stalin as o big military bully, threatening the peaco of 
the world and even the "security" of the imperialist giants, vould not 
and could not make any sense. To make their propaganda campaign against 
Stalin plsible, the imperialists must paint Stalin as a huge military 
pover., It is only in this light that Stalin can be built up as a "danger" 
and a "menace" to pezce. When the imperin lists write in the context of 
the present basic propaganda they invariably picture the “ovict Union as 
a true military colossus¢ 


THE OPPORTUNISTS ON THE PRESENT WORLD SITUATION 
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The imporinlist and Stalinist machinations can be exposed only 
through a Marxist understanding of the policies of both these camps. 
The main point involves the territorial occupations engineered by the 
imperialists and the Strlinist burcaucracy in the Balkens and in the 
For Exst during the so-called "Second World War." It was those mancuvors , 
which paved the way for the transformation in ideology toward tho Soviet 
Union in the bourgeois-democratic countries and gives the imperi-lists 
an opportunity to build up a case for war, The imperialist maneuvers 
and the opportunism of the Stalinist bureaucracy can be defeated only by 
exposing the so-called "Second World War" and the real meaning of the 
"apreasement" line tovard Stalin after the Nazi -\rmy hod been defeated 
in Russia, But the various opportunist political parties really concealed 
the facts of the whole present international situation. For cxample, 
when Stalin entered the Far Eastern picture officially, Cannon and Company 
came forth with the line that Stalin was jumping in on the kill. Stalin's 
line was supposedly motivated by fear of American imperialism and to grab 
off as much territory as possiblo to prevent American imperialism from 
getting a tochold: 


"For this it was necessary to declare war on Japan so that 
the Sovict armed forces could plunge into Mancmria, Korca and 
Inner Mongolia, with the aim of annexing these lands or bring- 
ing them under the influence of the Kremlin. Stalin secures 
a place for the Sovi-t Union at the 'poace! table. This 
carrics with it tho hope of securing juridical recognition 
of the territorial seizures. 

"hen the Kremlin declared war on already defeated Japan, 
Stalin intended it as a defensive move against American im~ 
perialism, in the same way that the Red Army's invasion of 
Poland in 1939 was intended as a defensive movo against Nazi 
Germany." (Tho Militant, Aug. 25, 1945 oditorial) 
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The facts are opposite to eveny single point in the Trotsk,ite anal ~ 
ysis. Stalin's declaration of "war" against Japan was afranged almost 
two yoars before the event with Anglo-American imperialism at the Teheran 
conforonce. Stalin's ontry into the Far East was in explicit agreemont 
with tho impcrialists who poured in huge qhantities of war material 
into Siberia for Stalin's Far Eastern forces. Stalin did not "scize" 
any territory as the Yalta agreement shows and this agreement was signed 
six months before Stalin's "war" against Japan. All territorial occup- 
ations vy Stalin in the Fer East were arranged beforehand between him, 
Churchilll and Roosevelt; these occupations had nothing in the world to 
do with a plan to get "juridical recognition" as a result of de facto 
occupation - "recognition" was agreed on beforehand. The whole affatr 
took place in intimate agreement between Stalin and Anglo-American 
imperinlism, The simple truth which the Trotskyites conceal is the 
fact that Stlin was handed these territories by the imperial&sts who 
wore laying the ground for an ideological transformation to hit back at 
the Stalinist bureaucracy and paint it as a robber before the world mass. 


All branches of the Trotsky system are putting blinkers on the eyes 
of the proletariat and filling the hends of the workers with illusions 
about the present world situation. Official resolutions of the English 
frotskyites have specifically repudiated any idea of a forthcanirg war 
against the Soviet Union in the present historical period. Their "arg= 
uments" are as follows: 


"The risks of such ean operation (anti-Soviet war - A.B.) 
are far too great in their political implications, not only 
in Europe or Asin where the masses would support the Sovict 
Union, but in Britain and America, Ideologically it would 
would tend to expose the whole nature of the previous strug- 
gle against the Axis." (Workers International News, 

August 1945. Our emphasis.) 


Having decided that a war of Anglo-4merican imperialism against the 
Soviet Union was out of the question, the English bran&th of Connon's 
political family oo ncluded: 


"For the next period, despite the antagonisms, the Allics 
will be forced to tolerate a deal with the Soviet Union." 
(Ibid.) 


No sooner was this set down on paper that it ws exploded by events, 
However, this is the typical pro-imperi-list chloroform which is paralyzing 
the resistance of the proletariat, and preventing it from realizing the 
terrible threat hanging over its head. 


The Shachtmanite workers Party assiduously spreads the same deadéning 
ppiate and palms this off as a Marxist analysis of the present situations 
The workers can look forward to a period of peace for the next historical 
period, assures Shachtman: 


"Obviously we 4re now living in the aftermath of Yorld WarII, 
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national, Fob. 1946, p. 38. Our emphasis.) 
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The Loft-Trotskyite Revolutionary Workers League repeats the lying 
assurances of the Trotsky leaders as it repeated their fables before of 
a "Second Vorld War." Tho leadership of the R.W.L, already sees the Amer- 
ican military instrument in a proccss of disintegration: 


"Since th. army of American imperialism is disintegrating 
tecause of enormous social pressure from the workers and the 
soldiers themsclves, there appears to be no immediate danger 
of military intervention in the Soviet Union by American 
imperialism." (International News, March 1946, p. 12.) 


Instead of a sharp warning, all branches of the Trotsky tendency are 
deadening the consciousness of the worlers and preventing them from oomp- 
rchending the meaning of the present development. Just as the true story 
of the “Second World Var" must be made known so must the masses be armed 
with a correct understanding of the current imperialist policy. That meang 
an uncompromising exposure of the imperialist-Stalin territorial manipulation 
in Surope and in the Far Bagt from 1948-45 in which the masses were used as 
so many pawns for crooked maneuvering. 


By concealing the fundamental policies of the imperialists and of Stalin 
which brought about the agreements at Teheran, Moscow, Yalta and Potsdam, 
the pseudo-Marxists are aiding imperialism in its present game to sct up an 
active "anti-Russian" war psychology among the backward masses, <A new 
horrible blood-letting and destruction in the interests of Stalinism and 
imperialism is in the offing. It cannot be prevented unless the spell cast 
by the imperialist, Sociclist and Liberal demagogues to the effect that 
Stalin is a new Hitler preparing to capture the globe, is dispelled; un- 
less the mind of the revolutionary work rs is freed from the ideological 
opium that this is an era of peace between imperialism and the Soviet Un- 
i6n, that Stalin entered the Far East and the Balkans in a clash with the, 
policy of Anglo-“merican imperialism, and other delusory ideas fed to the 
revolutionary workers everywhere by Stalin's objective 4nd subjective, 
"critical" and uncritical supporters from Madame Sun Yat-Sen to all the 
varicties of Trotskyism. 


Only on the basis of the exposure of the imperialist-Stalin territor- 
ial machinations since Tcheran can the masses be spared another terrible 
catastrophe of blood and destruction engineered by the imperialists and 
Stalin. Only the winnin~ of the vanguard section of the proletariat to- 
ward the correct understanding of the present danger can turn the course 
of history in the ovposite direction. Only this can lead toward the re- 
moval of the Stalinist bureaucracy, who played ball with imperialism at 
Teheran and Yalta, and to the uhfolding of the struggle for a workers demo- 
cratic international socialist republic,’ A 

uthur Burke 


George Marlen 

Aug. 6, 1946 
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NOTE: In the "Thosis on the International “ituation" (JunesJuly 1946), the 
following sentence apzears concerning Lend-lease to Stalin: "Stalin, as in- 
dicated recently in the press, is oblignted to repay the Lend-lense after the 
lapse of a certain specified time." (page 15) The authors had in mind con- 
mittments Stalin signed concerning economic and commercial policy and not 
strict monetary repayment. This is shown on page 16 of the same Thesis 
which states that in return for aid furnished Stalin objégated himsclf "to 


fulfill certain committments of economic nature." A 
oBe 
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THE WORK OF CANNON AND SHACHTMAN 
IN THE TRADE UNIONS 


! 


PART V - THE SELL-OUT OF THE FOODWORKERS 
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In regard to the problem of the trade unions, the Trotsky leaders 
were aware that Stalinism was an even greater danger than the bosses be- 
cause of its strategic position within the ranks of the worxers. The 
hidden enemy within uses his position to prevent a struggle azainst the 
oven enemy witnout. The fight to defeat the known enemy without is in- 
separable from the battle to cast out the concealed enemy within. On 
this point the Trotskyites were unambiguously clear: 


"The Stalinists are a greater danger to the trade union 
movenent than all the bosses precisely because they attack 
fron within." (J.P. Cannon, Socialist Appeal, May 14, 1938, p4) 


The Trotskyite workers harbored a well-grounded hatred for the treach- 
erous Stalinist band. ‘any of these workers had their own physical remind- 
ers of Stalinist gangsterism and they knew of the G.P.U.'s international 
terror. Accordingly, the tough anti-Stalinist words of Cannon-Shachtman 
and the solemn vows to destroy Stalinism found responsive listeners and 
were cheered to the rafters. A typical declaration of "war" against Stalin 
ism was the following: 

"Stalinism is the worst and most destructive disease of 
the labor movement of the world. Stalinism is deception, dis- 
ruption and treachery organized and subsidized on an internat- 
ional scale." (Ibid.) 


The conclusion was rooted in the prenises> 


"It is high tine to diagnose this disease and quarahtine 
the labor movement against it." (Ibid. ) 


Wherever the workers were afflicted with the Stalinist plague, there 
the Socialist ‘orkers Party would rush to the rescue — or at least that 
is whet it seemed on the surfece. A series of events in an important 
section of the trade unions gave Cannon an ideal chance to redeem his 
promises by concrete deeds. Let us see how these deeds comnared with 
the oft-repeated promises. 


Among the highly militant trade union workers, the food workers oc- 
cupied a leading position. Many of these worxers were foreign-born and 
took a keener interest in class struzgle issues than the ordinary run of 
trade union workers. The key section of these workers was organized in 
Local 302 (Cafeteria Employees Union, AFL) which had mshroomed in a few 
years from a handful to 10,000. Stalinism cashed in on the political fer- 
ment of these workers and in 1986 wormed its way into control. However, 
not all was serene for the Stalinist leadership. Among the members there 
was an undercurrent of militant opposition. The Trotsky leaders had some 
forces in the union and therefore watched the developments carefully over 
a period of many years. The Stalinist line in Local 302 was the same as 
that of Stalinish everywhere. There wer? the usual crooked deals with 
the bosses enforced by blackjack methods of rule. The heavily exploited 
food workers were prevented by Stalinism from putting up a gemuine fight 
against the bosses. Some of the Stalinist crines in this union were 
detailed in the Trotsky press: 
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"This is approximately the 27th attempt by the Browderite 
gang to oust all progressive workers from Local 302. The 
history of the mismanagement of the local by the Stalinists 
reads like a nightmare - open collaboration with the notorious 
Bosses! Association, the Affiliated Restaurateurs, Enes;cand 
organized campaigns of terror agaiinst the rank and fils who 
are fighting for clean unionism and democratic control of 
the local." (Socialist Appeal, Dec. 31, 1938, p. 2.) 


The union was divided imto three tendencies. One was the Stalinist; 
the other, a small, openly chauvinist "Right Ving;" the third, was 
Imown as the "Progressives" and was headed by the Trotskyites and some 
"yure and simple" trade unionists. The growing disgust wtth the Stalinist 
lonxdership added to the strength of the "Progressives" and in the Spring 
of 1940 the latter were catapulted into a leading oosition. Both the 
Right Ying and the Stalizists maneuvered to beat back the threat from 
the aroused renk-and-file. The Rights tried to capitalize on the anti- 
Stalinist sentiment and raised the ery of "Reds" against the Stalinist 
leaderstip, “hile the latter cleverly made Red-baiting their leading 
issue. 


The danger to the rank-and-file was quite clear. Unless there was 
. consistent, uncompromising exposure of both the old-line Rights and 
the Stalinists, the rank-and-file wowld be caught up in the fake "Red" 
issue and made pawns in the reactionary gamo. The whéle Red-baiting 
issue was a volitical football; the Stalinist bureaucrats were no more 
"Reds" than vere the Right Wingers. Any supvort to the idea that the 
Stalinist bureaucrats are in any way "Reds" works for Stalinish and 
reaction. It was necessary to tear off the false Red mask from the 
faces of the Stalinist leaders. This would have exvosed both the Stal- 
inists and the Right Winzers. The nefrrious activities of the Stalinist . 
crew nade this task of exposure quite simple. As the going got tougher 
for the Stalinist bureaucrats, they avplied the same chauvinist technique 
which the Right Wing had been usin.; only the Stalinist fire was directed 
against the "Progressives": 


"Communist Party 'strategy' in the unions hit a new low 
when the Stalinist fraction in the Cafeteria Employees Union, 
Local 302 (AFL) raised the astounding cry of ‘alien! against 
a leading militant at the general menbership meeting of 
July 29." (Socialist Appeal, ‘ug. 10, 1940.) 


One thing at least was clear to the "Progressive" leaders. The 
Stalivist-Right Ying dispute was not over principles. In the language 
of farxism, it Was an unprincivled clique fight. 


Th:t the Stalinists themselves had to resort to the cry of "alien" 
to franc up workers was indicative of a new situation in the union. 
’fter some four years of strong-arm rule, the Stalinist hold was dis- 
lodged somewhat in a union election in the Spring of 1940 when the 
candidcte o: the "Progressive" caucus was victorious. Stalin's inter- 
nrtionel dinlomatic crimes, the Pact with Hitler in August 1949, the 
grab in Poland, the war in Finland and so forth did not help matters 
for Browder's thugs due to the lively political interest of the woriers 
in this union. Everytuing pointed to the elimination of Stalinism in 
December 1940 when the main eledtions for the too leadership were sched- 
uled, The Trotsky leaders wrote of this expected outcone: 


"Now,for the first time, with a majority turning against 
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the C.P., their complete elimination from the leadership 
of the union in the elections in Decemver is confidently 
looked forward to." (Socialist Appeal, June 29, 1940, p. 2) 


Many words were uttered on the necessity of preparations to oust 
the Stalinists at this crucial election. The Trotsky leaders pledged 
to carry out this assignment without fail: 


"The big task of the Progressives now is to prepare for 
the elections in December, when the Stalinists can be com- 
pletely swept out." (Ibid.) 


Events seemed to give a brilliant vindication of the Trotskyite prog- 
nosis. The signs were unmistakable and it appeared that at long last 
the exsloited food workers would shake off the Stalinist bureaucrats. 
Therens in June 1940. the Trotsky leaders spoke of the possibility of 
throwing out tne Stalinist leadership, in August 1940 they nosed this 
as a certainty. There was no question that the "Stalinist administration 
is now a ‘Jane ducx,! no longer representing the menvdership and certain 
to be ousted 4% the December regular elections." (Socialist App-al, 
dug. 3, 1940. My enohasis- A.B.) On Ausmst 10, 1940 the Sociclist 
Apneel reiterated the point and told its readers to expect the "certain 
dcfeat" of the Stalinist leadership. 


In the next period all tendencies prepared feverishly for this ~ 
crucial election to be held in December 1940. Those, indeed, were tur- 
bulent days as the workers debated the respective stands of the asvirants 
to leadership. The fire was directed against the Stelinists, and @ vor - 
ricd Daily Worker called attention to the "tensest period" in the history 
of the union. For a trade union election camgzign, the number of politi- 
cal points injected vas somewhat surprising. According to the Stalinist 
admission, the points included: the volicy in the Spanish Vivil ar, 
the Stalin-Hitler Pact, Stalin's seizure of Eastern Poland, Stalin's 
policy in Czechoslovakia, etc. The Stalinists naturally derided these 
as issues and tried to keep attention centered on purely trade union 
matters, pretending that trade union policies are something apart from 
politics. 


Now that the crisis was at hand each tendency showed its true colors. 
Kincheloe, one of the leaders of the "Progressives," knifed his own 
faction and jumped to the Right Ving. That left the Trotsky leaders to 
carry on the leadership of the "Progressives" freed of the sham prog ess- 
ive, Kincheloe. But this was only the first shoc!< for the workers in 
the camp of the "Progressives." 


The Stalinist bureaucrats, who were very hard pressed, were willing 
to make a deal, to save their control, with the Trotskyite "Progressive" 
caucus. In return for Trotskyite support to the Stalinist slate, the 
Kramberg-Dritsas Stalinist leadership were willing to let the Trotsly ites 
get some secondary posts in the union. This horse-deal was to be pre- 
sentcd to the workers under the innocuous label of “United Union Ticket," 
an electoral vloc of Stalinists, Trotslyites and "Progressives." It is 
sienificant that this bloc of Trotskyites and Stalinists was made public 
in the Trotsky press only after the clections. On December 21, 1940 
the Trotsky organ carried th. information thet the Trotskyites had formed 
a bloc with the Stalinists under the name of the United Union Ticketz 


"The right wingers yell loudest about the Trotskyists 
and Stalinists uniting against them. The United Union 
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Ticket answers that it is proud of the fact that it is 
composed of workers of different political beliefs as 
well as many nationalities and races, who have united on 
& program of militant unionism and against the corrupt 
right wing officials." 


The "United Union Ticket" listed two leading Stalinists for key 
posts; Costas Dritsas for Fresident and Sam Kramberg for Secretary- 
Treasurer, Larry Phillips, the leader of the Trotskyite "Progressives," 
got the post of General Orgamizer and Aviles (of the Spanish section 
in the "Progressive Bloc") won the position of Labor Chief, while a few 
Mae ede received some minor posts. Such was the "United Union 

icket." 


All that was required was the award of a few posts to the Trotsky- 
ites to make Cannon "forget" his former promises to oust the Stalinist 
bureaucrats from the union. That piece of treachery wiped out the 
"Progressives" and hoisted the tottering Stalinist crowd back into 
power. After having been the target of Stalinist hounding for years 
and after solemnly dedicating themselves to cast out Stalinism root and 
branch, the Trotsky leaders, for a consideration, bolstered up the 
Stalinist gangsters in Local 302. 


From the perspective of certain defeat, the Stalinist gang had 
their nedks saved and were rewarded with a smashing victory. What 
then was the meaning of all the previous “anti-Stelinist" outpouring 
in the Trotsky press? “hat of the innumerable vows to cast out the 
Stalinist gang from the labor movement in general and from Local 302 
in particular? All this gave the Trotskyite workers the comforting 
illusion that the Socialist “orkers Party leadership was conducting a 
life-and-death struggle against counter-revolutionary Stalinism. But 
words are proven only in deeds. And the deeds of the S.W.P. leadership 
proved that the previous anti-Stalinist words only concealed a basic- 
ally pro-Stalinist policy. When the crisis came, the policy was applied 
and the words Were forgotten. 


THE "UNITED FRONT" PROGRAM 


The Stalinist Trotskyite "united front" agreed on a program as well 
as a slate. The Stalinists described this program as follows: 


"Planks in the program c2ll for democratic expression 
in the union; militant struggle to attain improvement in 
working conditions, for greater efforts to organize the 
unorganized, and 'for a strong progressive union free of 
racketeering.’ (Daily “orker, Dec. 14, 1940.) 


The interest of the Stalinist leadership of Dritsas and Kramberg in 
such points as "democr@tic expression," the fight for better working 
conditions, and the defeat of racketeering elements was as sudden as 
it was fraudulent. There was not a word of truth in the above state- 
ment of intentions, and no one !mew it better than the Trotsky leaders. 
But Cannon and Conpany hed something more than mere abstract knowledge 
of the Stalinist dishonésty. They had @ wealth of concrete facts which 
annihilated every one of the Stclinist lies. Before the election the 
Cannon leadership had the ear of the workers in the union as they 
never had before. The forward-moving food workers would have eagerly 
Listened to an excosure of the Stalinist alliance with the racketeers, 
their coniiving with the bosses, their rotten sell-outs, and their thug 
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rule. All this could have been pitted against the Stalinist pretenses. 
The ferment in the union provided 4 ready-made opportunity for Cannon to 
make good his anti-Stalinist promissory notes. Tho prevalence of in- 
ternational issues could have been used with great effect to politicize 
the just resentment of the workers against the Stalinist bure@ucrats. 

A truly revolutionary Marxist policy would have dealt the Stalinists 
fatal blows all @long the line. But here is how Cannon presented the 
progrem which acted as a cover for the Stilinist gangsters; 


"That is more, the united front was based on a genuine 
fighting program in the interests of 811 the food workers 
against the bosses." (Socialist Appeal, Dec. 28, 1940) 


The Trotsky leaders knew that the Stalinist signature to this pro- 
gram was a fraud and khew that they had long since betrayed any program 
in the interests of tho workers, Yet the Stalinist signature was pre- 
sented to the workers as good coin. But this was not all. Electing 
the Stalinist bureaucrats into power was actu@lly pictured as an act in 
the intcrests of the working class!: 


"It (the victory of the United Union Ticket - A.B.) demon- 
strates once again the capacity of the workers to fight in 
their own interests and to resist the propaganda of the em- 
ployers." (Ibid.) 


With a wave of the Trotskyite magic wand, the Stalinist bandits be- 
came transformed from "a greater danger to the trade union movement 
than all the bosses" into advocates of the interests of the toilers! 
This Trotskyite treachery was bought and paid for. Browder and Kramberg 
knew the true nature of their Trotskyite “oppositionists." The Stalinist 
bureaucrats were not foolud as are the Trotskyite workers by all the 
anti-Stalinist noise which appears in the Trotskyite speeches and press. 
From experience Browder knew perfectly just what Cannon was always fish- 
ing for. Browder's agents would have never entered into negotiations 
for a bloc with the Trotsky leaders without such convenient advance 
knowledge of the "Marxist" character of Cannon and Yompany. 


HOW THE STALINIST+TROTSAYITE "UNITED FRONT" WAS CARRIED OUT 


On their part, the Stalinists had some compelling reasons for ma}ing 
a “united front" with the Trotskyites. The Stalinists had seen the hand- 
writing on the wall, and like Cannon, understood that certain defeat was 
staring them in the face. That was the reason for cooking up a "union- 
buildins" program and trimming it with militant phrases. However, the 
experienced and cunning Stalinist leaders knew that a militant-sounding 
program was not enough to clear themselves before the rank-and-file. The 
program had to be given a veneer of sincerity. The food workers knew 
that the Trotskyite workers were the most persecuted tendency among the 
anti-Stalinist rank-and-file; indeed, the most brutal attacks were re- 
served for the Trotskyite "fascists." ‘what better proof of sincerity 
could the Stalinist leadership of Dtitsas and Kramberg offer than a bloc 
with their former victims? This would also finish off the opposition 
grouped around the "Progressives" and denor®lize their followers. The 
Stalinist wire-pullers knew that only suc, a bloc could save their de- 
clining influence and keep them in power. However, @ most revealing 
attitude was show by the Stalinist press after this "united front" was 
formed. The candidates of the “united front" slate were given and the 
names of the former Union fractions were duly listed. The informaton 
that a bloc had been formed with the Trotskyists, however, was discreetly 


opal 


omitted. Only one familiar with the intimate doinzs of the Union and 
its internal life would have knoin from the Daily Worker report that a 
Stalinist-Tro tskyist "united front" had been formed. After all, even 
4n the monolithic Stalinist organization there bound to be some embar-~ 
rassing questions raised as to the motivation and propriety of such a 
bloc, It tock the Right Wing to call attention to this unprincipled 
bloc; only then was the information revealed in the Trotsky press, 


The Stalinist buresucrats saw to it that they got the leading posi- 
tions in this "united front." In their own press they made sure to play 
up their own direct asents and said nothing avout the "Progressives" on 
the victorious slate. In the article on the victory of the United Union 
Ticket, the Daily Worker wrote! 


"They (the food workers - A.B.) further wart an improve- 
ment in working conditions, sorely needed in the industry. 

"That is a job, they folt, they could trust only to men 
of the Dritsas and Kramberg type." (Dec. 20, 1940. My 
emphasis - A.B.) 


Notice, not Phillips and Aviles, but Dritsas and Krambers. Tha 
Stalinists were prepering for the future, The Canion leaders on the 
other hand kept the workers blindfolded and remined mum on the ominous 
attitude of th Stalinist press. When the victorious United Union Ticket 
led a celebration of the food workers union, the Trotsky paper echoed the 
Stalinist demagogy. The Stalinist goon, Dritsas, was played up as a 
hero’ 


“Dritsas strick the keynote when he spoke of the fight 
for a better contract for the 10,000 members of the union.* ~ 
(Socialist Appeal, Jan. 4, 1941.) ; 

That is how the Trotsy leadership presented the Stalinist bureaucrat, 

Dritsas{ The Stelinist gang never bothered to return the handsome compli- 
ment. As a matter of fact, the Stalinists allowed no "moratorium" in 
their attacks on "Trotskyism." ‘“hereas the Cannon leadership whitewashed 
the Stalin gang in this situation, the Stalinist leaders kept hammering 
away on their line. Right after the victory in Local 302, the Stalinist 
sheet printed a lead article reviewing the year's events in the unions, 
The article ran in the tone of great Stalinist victories. The victories 
of the Stalinist mob in the Painters! Union and some other workers organ- 
izations were brought in as evidence. The victory in Local $02 occupied 
a prominent place in that catalogue of victories. Summing up, the Stalin- 
ist leaders taught their workers the meaning of all these events as follows: 


"More than ever before, in 1940, red-baiting became the 
common ground upon which united the most contemptible criminal 
leeches in the ranks of labor, Social Democrats, Trotzkyites, 
Lovestonéites, Thomas Socialists, Christian Fronters and 
like elements." .(Daily Worker, Dec. 29, 1940) 


The Stalinists remained entirely consistent in their anti-frotslyite 
furor. But to Cannon and Company the "united front" meant giving the 
leading positions to the Stalinist bandits, keeping mum on their crimes, 
whitewashing their demagogy, and presenting these double-crossers as 
sincere representatives of t he rank-and-file, 
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THE OUTCOME OF THE "UNITED FRONT" 


The "united front" ran along the usual course, Given the key posit- 
ions, the Stalinists entrenched themselves in power. This accoxplished, 
they showed their contemot for their saviouss by kicking them into the 
gutter. The Trotsky bannor-bearer, Phillips, was viciously assaulted 
by tho Britsas-Kramberg gangsters and put into a hospital. To show in 
whose interests the food workers really acted when they voted in the 
Stalinist gang, let us cite some remarks which the Trotsky leade rs 
made on the Stalinist-led union mectings. Naturally, this Trotskyite 
"criticism" was voiced after they had their simlls cracked by the Stal- 
inist gangsters: 


"Those who opposed the Stalinist leadership were deprived 
of their right to speak. The chairman ran the meeting in 
typical Stalinist strong-arm manner," (The Militant, Aug. 8, 
1942, p. 2) 


Of course, the Trotskyit:s, in this report, kept a discreet silence 
on the fact that they had prevented the overthrow of this Stalinist load- 
ership. Now that the Trotslyy leaders were out in the cold they re-dis- 
coverod all the Stalinist crimes which they used to detail before they 
formed a bloc with the Stalinist gang. As has boen shown above, when 
the Trotsky leadership made a deal with the Stalinist leadership in Dec- 
ember 1940, they assured the ford workers that thc Stalinist victory was _ 
in thoir fundamental interests. The workers were led to believe that 
they had removed the main barrier preventing a fight against the bosses: 


"The chief obstruction in the path of the union members 
has been Blasted away." (Socialist Appeal, Dec. 28, 1940) 


Nov the ground was presumably clear for class struggle policies. ‘hen 
the "United Union Ticket" held its victory celebration after the elect- 
ions, the Stalinist bureaucrats addressed the meeting and filled the 
ears of the workers with a lot of hooey about battling the bosses. The 
Trotsky paper passed these words on as genuine coin: 


"It was clear from the speeshes and the splendid morale 
of the audience that the bosses gre in for a fight when tho 
new contract negotiations begin." (Ibids, Jan. 4, 1941. 

My emphasis - A.B.) 


The misguided food workers were told that they were entering the pro- 
mised land. Afterward, when the Trotskyites were dumped overboard by the 
Stalinist machine, the Trotsky press told of the "tenefits" which the 
food workers gained from following their advice in December 1940: 


"An attempt by the Stalinist leadership of New York 
Local 302 of the Hotel and Restaurant Employees Union, 
AFL to cram a rotten agreement dom the throats of the 
membership in violation of democratic union proceedure, 
resulted in a riot at the union's last meeting July 30 
at Manhattan Center." (The Militant, Aug. 8, 1942, p. 2) 


The chief obstacle to the food workers was the Stalinist gang, now as 
always. This chief obstacle was never removed, but rather strength- 
ened in December 1940 by the Trotsky leaders. Cannon's story in Dec-~ 
ember 1940 that the "chief obstacle" to the food workers had been 
blasted away was proven to be a vicious lie, 
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Whe, then, was defeated by the Stalinist-Trotskyite “united front" 
In December 1940? History shows that it certainly was not the bosses, 
The real victims were the food workers. It was they who were defeated 
by the United Union Ticket in December 1940 when Kramberg and Dritsas 
were hoisted back into power. Did it take too much foresight to see 
that people whose policy was to line up with racketeers, connive with 
the bosses, beat up opponents, could only function to sell out the work 
ers? Cannon and Company mew all that in advance. More important, 
they lmew, but the food workers did not Imow., They knew and the food 
Workers did not know that Stalinism operates only to betray the workers, 
be it in a trade union or anywhere else. Cannon had his eyes wide open 
when he fed the workers in Local 302 the deadly poison of supporting the 
Stalinist gangsters, Although aware of the crimes of the Stalinist gang, 
Cannon stuffed the heads of the unsuspecting food workers with lies that 
the Stalinist bandits would fight in the interests of the workers. And 
for what immediate purpose was this vile deception dished out to those 
who looked to the Trotsky leadership for guidance? For a few miserable 
seer That represents the essence of the Cannon "revolutionary mass 
Werk. 


SHACHTMAN IN THE FOOTSREPS OF GANNON 


Was Shachtman's policy in the food workers' union basicdlly differ~ 
ent from that of Cannon? Three months after the Trotskyite bloc with 
the Stalinists in Local 302, Shachtman related discussions he had with 
the Cannonite workers in this particular union. Here is the line he 
gave them: 


"The writer, for his part, in discussions with these mil- 
itants, urged upon them the propriety and necessity of a 
bloc with the Stalinists."' (Max Shachtman, Labor Action, 
March 17, 1941.) 


* 


Shachtman, like Cannon, urged upon the workers in the unim td put their 
heads on the Stalinist chopping block, And naturally, like 6annon, 
Shachtmon feels na sense of shame for advocating this line. As a matter 
of facet, he insists that the bloc with the Stalinists was in the inter- 
ests of the workers: 


"We still believe the loc we advocated was correct. It 
united the bulk of the militants, of the most class consciaus 
elements, of the most underpaid workers. In the given in- 
stance, it wag a distinct service to the unim's best inter- 
ests." (Ibid., My emphasis - A.B.) 


Then Stalinism got the support of the most class conscious workers, 
this served the "best interests" of the workers, Shachtman tells us. 
Voting in the Stalinists to power is a "distinct service" to the toilers, 
teaches Shachtman with a perfectly serious air. We might interject some 
questions here. How are the best interests of the workers really served? 
By sell-outs and gangsterism? This is the only course possible for 
Stalinism, and Shachtman knows it. Whenever the Shachtmanite “orkers 
Party makes its holiday utterances on Stalinism, they manifest this 
knowledge. A typical statement reads as follows: 


"LABOR ACTION makes no bones about the fact that it looks 
upon the Stalinists as enemies of the working class, and 
specifically in the union field, as wreckers." (Labor 
Action, June 2, 1941.) 
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But in the food workers! union where there was a rare opportunity to 
oust the Stalinist gang, Shachtman's policy was to shoulder these very 
Stalinist wreckers into power! The anti-Stalinist words in Labor Action 
as in the Cannonite press, serves as a smokescreen for a fundamentally 
pro-Stalinist line. 


At the moment of the Local 302 elections in December 1940, Shachtman 
stated that ".,..a bloc with the Stalinists is pernissable under certain 
conditions..." (Labor Action, Dec. 30, 1940) At the same time, the 
Shachtman paper was very hazy as to what those mysterious conditions 
Were supposed to be, But the result of the bloc could be no other than 
to aid Stalinism climb back to power. Since Shachtman later commended 
the bloc with Stalinism as correct, his conditions become quite patent. 
The conditions can only mean putting tHe Stalinists in power. On the 
other hand, the revolutionary Marxist policy states: Stalmism 1s a 
deadly enemy of the toilers and unless it is exposed and defeated, the 
hands of the workers cannot be freed to struggle against the bosses. 
Stalinism is the chief obstacle within the working class preventing 
a struggle in the interests of the proletariat. The interests of the 
workers can be furthered only by the defeat of Stalinism, not by its 
victory. When Kramberg and Dritsas were é@lected back into power that 
was a defeat of the workers and a victory for reaftion. ut here is 
how Shachtman interpreted the result: 


"Reactionaries Beaten in Cafeteria Union Election," ~ 
(Ibid. ) 


Just the opposite was true; the reactionaries were victorioug in that 
election, Shachtman's headline was a duplication of the Daily “orker 
headline. That similarity was not accidental; it was the product of the 
same line, The Fosters and Xrambergs "teach" eveyy day in the week that 
support to Stalinism is in the worters' "best interests;" the propagation 
of that lie is the Stalinist bread-and-butter. However, the Fosters and 
irambergs naturally do not call themselves "enemies of the working class" 
when they call upon the workers for support. Were Bannon and Shachtman 
to advocate support to the Stalinist gunmen without telling the workers 
that they renlly oppose Stalinism, they would stand self-indicted as ndred 
supoorters of the Stalinist gang. 


Now that Shachtman is organizationally independent of Cannon, he has 
to distinguish his line from that of Cannon, as Cannon does from Foster, 
So Shachtman rapped Cannon on the knuckles for his line in Local 302 
because "There 4s no criticism of the Stalinist record in the union, no 
indication~of the-lamited nature of the bloc, mo varning.asto.the.fyture 
course of the St-linists." (Ibid.) In other words, Cannon should have 
been more careful and made more anti-Stalinist noise. Had this been done, 
the pro-Stalinist policy of Cannon would have been harder to detect, 
Shachtmen critictézes Cannon because the latter did not bother to wear his 
antieStalinist disguise, Aside from this indiscretion, Shachtman en- 
dorsed the bloc with Stalinism in Local 302. The revolutionary workers 
must have a different line. Throw out the Stalinist gang and destroy 
their influence! That is the beginning point for real revolutionary 
mass Worlte 


TQ BE CONTINUED 
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How To Explain 
A "Transitional Program 
To A Simple Worker 


A TROTSKYITE:+ I belong to the Socialist Workers Party, the Trotskyite 
Party. 

WORKER:!- I'm for the Democratic Party. 

.- You You shouldn't be, The Democratic Party does not serve your inter- 
ests 

W.- What Sonne should I be for? 

I.~ A Labor Party, 

We=- Are you also for a Labor Party? 

Z.- Yes, naturally, 

We- But you just said you delong to the Trotskyite Party. Is that 
the Labor Party you mentioned? 

Tes No, the Trotskyite Party is different, it stands for proletarian 
revolution and socialism, 
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We~ Is a Labor Party also for what you call proletarizn revolution and 
socialism? 

Tew Vell, no, not exactly. 

Wee But you are for proletarian revolution and socialism, 

Le~ Yes, of course, 

W.e- Then why are you for a Labor Party? 

T.~ You see, I'm for a Labor Party because you are for the Democratic 


Party. You have to get promoted politically, so to speak, For 
you to be for a Labor Party would be an advance. 

W.- Let me get this straight. A Labor Party does not stand for the 
proletarian revolution and socialism ym say you stand for, but 
for me it would be an advance to be for a Labor Party. 

LI.- That's about the size of it, We're trying to raise the political 
level of tho working class in general by elevating the workers to 
being for a Labor Party, 

N.- Now, let me ask you this. Since this Labor Party is not for prolet- 
arian revolution and socialism, would you say that it is in my in- 
terests? 

T,© Natur2zlly, we're very critical toward the Labor Party, We don't 
say point blank that it would directly serve the workers! inter- 
ests. But it would be a stage toward proletarian revolution and 
socialism, 

W@.- Should I have been for a Labor Party Government in the British 
elections last year? 

Lew Yes, of course, 

W - Then you would have wanted me, that is, the workers to vote for 
the British Labor Party. 

Te Definitely. We told the workers to vote for Attlee, Bevin and 
the other British Laborites. 

W,- Ah, now I undorstand, The British Lebor Party is the kind of 
Labor Party you want me to be for. 

T.< Oh, noJ The British Labor Party is e rotten sell-out Party, has 
been for years. 

W.- But still you wanted me to tote for it. Maybe I don't understand, 
after 211, 

Tae It's this way, When you're for the Democratic Party, then to 
change to being for a Labor Party is an advance for you, even 
though that Labor Party sells you down the river gast the same 
&@g the Democratic Party, 
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Would you have voted for the British Labor Party? 

Yes, that's our line. 

But you knew all along that the Labor Party sells out the workers 
and has been doing so for 4 long time, 

Naturally. 

Still, you would have voted for it. Mighty peculiar. wouldn't 

it be simpleb just to tell me that the Labor Party is a sell-out 
Party and that it would be foolish for me to support LO? 

ilo, first we try to get you to support what is against your in- 
terests because it is in your interests to take that step. 

By the wy, what do you think of the British Labor Party Government? 
It's betraying the workers 211 down the line. Loak at the way 

the British imperialists are murdering the workers of India and 
Palestine, That scoundrel, Attlee, tries to justify such crimes. 
But since the Labor Party Government is betraying the workers @11l 
down the linc, as you yourself say, I can't for the life of me 
understand why I should nave votcd for the Labor Party. 

Because you are not for a Labor Party yet. If you voted for it, 
that would be an advance for you. 

But what about the workers of India and Palestine who are being 
murdered by the British Labor Government troops? How would the 
wor'<ergs in those places feel toward me if I helped to elect such 

a Government? You say I have to get advanced to being for a Labor 
Farty, but wouldn't the workers of India and Palestine have a 
sneaking susvicion that when I sunported the Labor Party I was ad- . 
vancing over their dead bodies? 

Perhaps, but when you would sce those workers being murdered by 
Attlee and Bevin's troops, then you would becone disil msioned 

even with the Labor Party, you would move more to the Left, and 
thet would be a still better advance for you. 

Maybe so, but that wouldn't wash the bhood of those workers off 

my hands which helped to elect the Labor Government. I still say 
it vould be simpler for you just to warn me beforehand that the 
Laborites are scoundrels and that I should not vote them into office. 
Politics are pretty complicated. ‘ve also advocate the formation 

of a Stalinist-Socialist coalition Government in France, England, 
Italy, and so forth, That's our Trotslyite Transitional Program. 
Ie that a Government in the interests of the workers? 

well, it's on the basis of capitalism, and the Stalinist Communists 
and the Socialists certainly don't serve the interests of the work- 
EYBe 

Therefore I may assume that 2 Stalinist-Socialist coalition Govern- 
ment will @lso sell me down the river, 

We dou't say point blank that a Labor Party Government or a Stalin- 
ist-Socialist coalition Government would be against the interests 
of the workers. Concretely, such governments sell out the workurs, 
bat historiclly, they do them a lot of good because they expose 
themselves before the vorkers and so help them moye more to the Left. 
I may scem narrow-minded, but it's very queer to advocate the form- 
tion of ony government which would sell out the workers, as you 

say these governments would, 

Yass prossure might compel the Laborites, Stalinists and Socialists 
who form &@ Governmcut to pass acts bonofitting the workers, though 
I'll admit there's not too much chante of this. 


what doos it all boil down to? If these Parties in the Government 
improved my living conditions, I would support them. If they did me 
harm, then you would be in the position of having advocated @ govern- 
ment which acted against my intcrests, and I would hold you respon- 
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sible, In Any case, your Trotskyite Party wouldn't cut much ice 
with me, Anybody who helps put & Government which injuree me is 
no friend of mine. 

Z.- Our Transitional Program will get clearer o you when you think 
it over, Take a simpler case. ‘We supported the Stalinist bur- 
eaucrat, Ben Davis, in New York in the election some time back, 

W.- I don't beleive it! 

T.- I can prove it, Here's our paper, THE MILITANT, where it says 
that the workers should vote for Ben Davis Mhecaise he is a Negro 
candidate on the ticket of a working class party." 

W.- Sasn't he on the ticket of the Commnist Party, the Stalinists, 

Q&S you call them, the betrayers of labor? 

T.- Yes, 

W.- And the Stalinist Commnist Party is also a working class Party? 

T.- Yes, our paper, THE MILITANT, says so here, black on white. 

ie Just a moment, I'm getting pretty dizzy. In the few minutes we've 
been talking, you've thrown no fewer than three working class 
Parties at me, the Trotskyite Party, the Labor Party and the Stal- 
inist Party. Two of these you already have told me betray the in- 
terests of the workers. I take it that you consider your Trotskyite 
Party is loyal to the workers, Yet the two betrayers and the one 
faithful all seem to be working class Parties, according to your 
reckoning. Do you want me to be for the Stalinist Party, 21so? 

Do you want me to be for all three working class Parties at once? 

Te~ No, we don't want you to be for the Stalinist Party, we just wanted 
the workers to vote for its candidate. 

W.- Is there a difference? If I vote for 4 candidate, it’s because 
I'm for his Party, and if I'm for a Party, I vote for its candid- 
ates. I don't do any fancy bookkeeping in tnese matters. 

T.- Of course, there's the point that Davis was a NEGRO candidate, and = = 

W.- Now don't go bringing up the man's race. I'm not so stupid that 
I'd vote for & man because of the color of his skin, You yourself . 
just told me this Davis was a Stalinist candidate. I should guess 
from thot you don't consider him exactly an aagel. 

T.~ Oh, he's @ Stalinist rat, no doubt. 

We= Still, I should have voted for him, 

Te-Yos, definitely, as a NEGRO candidate of & working class Party. 

We- You lmow, if I actually voted for this list of rats, scoundrels 
and betrayers you've been pushing at me, I'd have to take out my 
conscience and fumigate it. ¥ou ldok like a nice fellow, but you 
certainly have a queer way of going about urging people to keep 
company at the polls with the smelliest assortment of human tripe. 

Z.- It's part of our camp2ign to raise the level of the workers. 

W.e- What makes THE MILITANT say the Stalinist Party is a working class 
Party? Is it for the workers? 

T.~ Oh, no, it's against the intcrests of the workers. 

re Here we go again. If the Stalinist Party is against tho interests 
of the workers, how is it a working class Party? 

Te- we mean that many workers support it, 

Wee sell, I'm sure that more workers support the Democratic Party thon 
the Stalinist Party; that makes the Democratic Party @lso 4 working 
class Party. That would be four working class Parties in one after- 
noone 

T.~ No, of course, the Democratic Party is not a working class Partye 
Tho fect that many workers support it is not the point. Tho Stal- 
inist Party pretends to be & working class Party, and many vor kéars 
foll for it. 

H.- Dontt tell me its pretenses make it @ working class Partyl 
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Naturally not. The point is that many workers think | it's a 
workiny class Party. 

I soc, you mean that the workers! confusion makes it a working 
class party. 

In a strictly scicntific sense, the Stalinist Party is not a work- 
ins class Party becOuse its policies betray the workers, Funda- 
mentelly, it's an onti-workine class Party. 

Eit your paper, THE MILITANT, said plainly that the workers should 
vote for Davis becuse he was a Nerro candidete of a working class 
party. That ws one of the reasons your paper gave for voting for 
Devis. Well, anyway, it's clear the workers wouldn't vote for 
Davis if they were convinced he represents 4n anti-workine class 
Party. Tht would certainly be stupid electioneering, from Davis! 
standpoint. I'll bet he also told the workers he's the candidate 
of & worltins class Party. 

“oll, of course, he's @ liar, That is, I mean-- 

I sce what you mean, He's a liar, but THE MILITANT Yas a Transe 
itional Provram, Are there any more working class Parties? 

Vell, the Trotslyite Party was discussing uniting with Shachtman's 
Workers Party. 

“het, Q@nothcr one! Who are these guys? 

Oh, a geng of petty-bourgwois revisionists, we call them, Their 
outfit is strictly no good. 

But you wore discussing uniting with them? I don't gct it. 

There was nothin’ definite. Wo wore just discussing. Our lcador, 
Comrade Caniuon, was communicatins with them about it. c 
Tt they're no good, why talk about unitins with them? I wouldn't 
unite with a bunch of no-goods. I wouldn't even discuss it. 

In politics it's very complicated. Today you break with peoplo 
because they're rotten rencgades, but tomorrow you may unite with 
thom, That's the dialectical development of history. 

Vory interestinz. I wouldn't hove thoueht it possible. 

Yes, as Comrade Cannon said in his history of our Party - with us, 
nothing is impossiblo, 

I mst admit your Transitional Provzram is quite beyond me, A fel- 
low like me would never support @nybody he Imows are a pack of 
falters, liko you know the Stalinist loaders arc, and he would nevor 
toll others to vote for them. When I know any Party is my enony, 
I'm against it, plain and simple. Howover, &s they say, whoro 
there's life, thcre's hope. Maybe somo day I'll learn to support 
my Inown enemics. In that case I'1l1 join up with your Trotskyite 
Panty. I want to thank you for a very intorestine discussion, 
Don't montion it. Always glad to spread Trotskyite enlightenment. 


i ee ee ee ee 
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SOME ASPECTS OF TROTSKY'S 
LINE IN THE CHINESE REVOLUTION 


a Prasat betrayal of the Chinese Revolution of 1925~27 was one 
Bae: Ost momentous and outstanding crimes of the history of organized 

alinist sabotage of proletarian revolution. Knowledge of the key 
criminal yarticipants who organized the disruption of this great pro- 
letarian upsurge is a necessary step in cleansing the proletariat of its 
misleaders, Both the lessons of victory and those of betrayal form the 
political capital of the revolutionary proletariat. 


oe ae rumbling of revolutionary developments in Chim bore an implicit 

reat to the very position of the Stalinist conspirators in the Soviet 
Uniog who were building and consolidating & huge bureQucratic machine to 
entrench power in their own hands. For Stalinist reaction, a particulor- 
ly ominous feature of the sitwtion in turbulent China was the impotence 
of the Chinese bourgeois watchdcg ~ the Kuomintang - whose very weakness 
expressed the subservient comprador relation of the Chinese geng of 
exploiters to the big impcrialist powers, Ags a consequence, Stalinism 
set 4s its main goal in China the strengthening of the bourgeois Kuomine 
tang and the establishment of its hegemony over the Chinese mssese 


The leaders of the new-born Chinese Commnist Party (officially es- 
tablished in 1921) were taken in hand by the Stalin clique and converted 
into willing spokesmen for the counter-revolutionary policy of propping 
up the Kuomintang and setting a perspective of bourgeois domination be= 
fore the view of the revolutionary masses of China, The policy of build 
ing up the Kuomint@éng vas supported ideologically by a line rigidly ex 
Cluding the program of proletarian revolution which had led the Russian 
masses to victory in 1917, A big Stalinist functionary, A. A. Joffe, 
was sent to China in January 1923 to make it clear t»o the Chinese bour= 
geoisie that the Stalinist le&dership would collaborate with them to 
eradicate the spectre of prolctarian revolution, Joffe repudiated the 
line of Soviets for China and licd that ecmditions in that turbulent 
country with @ vory militant proletariat and robollious peasantry did not 
warrant a policy of prolctarian revolution. On Janwry 23, 1923, Joffe. 
and Sun Yat Sen formally issuod @ declaration to this cffoct. 


The path of Stalinist treachery in China can be clearly traced. A 
January 12, 1923 docision of the Exccutivo Committce of the C.I. instructe 
od the Chinese C.P. to "coordinate the activitics of the Muomintang and 
of the young Communist Party in China." (Quoted in P, Miff, "Heroic 
China," p. 22) The E.C.C.I. instructed the Chinese revolutionary work 
ers " to goin the Kuomintang and the Stalinist leaders worked 
with unflagging energy as solf-appointed organizers to romake the Chinese 
bourgeois perty into a powerful instrument, In 1924, with Stalinist 
funds, the “hampoa Military Academy vas set up on bourgeois lines for 
the instruction of the future butchers of the revolutionary Chinese worl» 
ers, Chiang Hai Shek, the most promising of the Chinese .ornilovs, was 
installed by the Stalinist band as director of this bourgeois military 
acadomye Along these lines, the Stalinist pen-prostitutes portrayed 
Chiang as one of the great proletarian heroes and dcliberately blinded 
the workers on the re@l role of this pitiless bourgeois hangman. 


On March 20, 1926 Chiang organized 4 coup d'etat in Canton, arrosted 
many leaders of the Chinese C.P., murderod many revolutionary vo ritors, 
and broke the back of the revolutionary movement in that key center. 

The whole counter-revolutionary affair ves hushed up by the Stalinist 
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leaders who continued to exalt Chinag Kai Shek with fulsome words of 
praise, During this period Stalin and Chiang exchanged portraits as & 
token of their mtual esteem and confidence, Shortly after, Chiang and 
hig gang, with tongue in cheek, applied for admission into the C.I, and 
had this request granted by the powers in the xremlih. At the Seventh 
Plenum of the E.C.C,I. held in the Autumn of 1926, Chiang was actually 
represented by the participation of a momintang delegate. 


In July 1926, the Stalinist leaders organized a "Northern Expedition" 
for Chiang to consolidate the rest of China under the wing of the suomin- 
tang. The whole campaign was mapped out by Russian generals and liber~ 
@lly supplied with Stalinist funds and arms, The subordim@tion of the 
revolutionary Chinese masses to the iron rete of the uomintang was now 
completed. In April 1927, during a key phase of Chiang's "Northern 
Expedition," (Chiang's entry into the Yangtze delta region) the workers 
in Shanghai rose and expelled the reactionary military forces then dome 
inating the city. Soon after, Chiang moved on Shanghai to take over 
the power. The entry was cautiously organized to dispel any suspicions 
among the revolutionary workers in Shanghai. The maneuver took place 
under the Stalinist slogan of: "Haik Chiang Kai-Shek," accompanied by 
enthusiastic greetings sent from Stalinist organizations @11 over the 
world. With the ground ths preperly prepared, Chiang on April 11, 
began a huge magsacre of revolutionary workers in the tity. The horrible 
slaughter was unprecedented even for China, the heroic Chinese workers 
having been lead directly to Chiang's chdpping block by the criminal 
policy of Stalinism which blindfolded them and attached them to the leade 
er ship of the Chinese bourgeoisie. This series of events washed out 
the Chinese revolution in @ torrent of blood _ which in late May 
1927 was extended to. the tri-cities of Wihan and in December 1927 to 
Canton, finishing off the entire betrayal. 


~ 
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In 1932, Cannon and Shachtman published a book entitled: "Problems 
of the Chinese Revolution" by Leon Trotsky. The book consisted of a 
collection of speeches by Trotsiy and some documents pertaining to the 
great Chinesd upheaval of 1925-27, A review of the book was presented 
to the American Trotskyite workers in the organ of Cannon-Shachtman 
which purported to give an understanding of its significance. Here is 
thd chief lesson ond symbol of that volume according to the Trotsky 
loaders? 


"That the Chinese revolution of 1925-1927 proved to 
be a tragedy can in no sense be ascribed to the Opposition, 
There w2s no excuso for the catastrophe from whrh the 
Chinese proletariat has not yct cmergod, for opposition 
sounded the tocsin at overy point. As you read the book, 
Opposition mike its criticism past factum, when it is not 
so difficult to be wise and seo clearly." (The Militant, 
Juno 25, 1932, p. 3. My emphasis ~ 4,B,) 


Is it true, as is asserted here, that Trotsky sounded the tocsin 
at overy important stage of the Chinese revolution and not post factum? 
If this is true to fact then Cannon-Shachtman are quite justified in 
pinning exclusive responsibility for the vetraynl on the Stalin cliques 


The first remarkablo fact which immodiately strikes the cye is that 
@ll speeches and documents of Trotsky printed in this aboveecited volume 
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date from May 1927, i.e., after the main phases of the Chinese revolu~ 
tion. Not a scrap of evidence is shom concerning Trotsky's line during 
the key phases of the Chinese upheaval, including the development of the 
orientation to the Kuomintang in 1923, the March 1926 Chiang coup in 


Canton, and the April 1927 slaughter of the revolutionary masses in 


What is the reason for this gaping space in this book on China which 
is supposed to show that Trotsky sounded the alarm during every important 
point in the revolutionary development and not after the consummation of 
the betrayal? A recital of the elementary facts will show the reason 
for this tell-tale gap in this Trotsky collection. 


In 1924 when the Stalinist leadership began to work like beavers 
priming the pump for the Kuomintang and stumped all over China as Kuomin= 
tang recruiting agents, Trotsky issued a statement on this vital question. 
This statement showed Trotsky's line in clear and precise terms? 


"We approve of Communist support to the Kuomintang Party 
in China which we are endeavoring to revolutionize." (L. Trot- 
sky, Imprecorr, May 29, 1924, My emphasis - A.B.) 


Thus, the reactionary Stalinist line of harnessing the revolutionary 
Chinese workers and peasants to the Kuomintang found a hearty assent 
from Trotsky. This line continued during all the key phases of the 
Chinese Revolution and was echoed by all the top Stalinist leaders, Ii ~ 
this very volume under discussion, Trotsky in May 1927, for example, makes 
a refcrence to Karl Radei:!'s line with whom he was then in alliance? 


"Radek cannot say anything openly in the press about 
his line, for otherwise the party would learn that Radel's 
line is being cmfirmed by the whole course of events." 
("Problems of the Chinese Revolution," L. Trotsky, p. 81. 
My emphasis - A.B.) 


What was Radek's line at the time, which Trotsky in May 1927 
stated was being confirmed by events. Here it is, in Trotsky's ow 
words? 


"Radek (together with Zinoviev) preached the subordinas 
tion of the Commnist Party to the Kuomintang, not gnly 
before Chiang Kai-shek's coup d'letat but even aftor." 
("The Permanent Revolution," L. Trotsky, p. xlvi. My 
emphasis - A, B,d 


Of course, this statoment was written some years after the Chinese 
Revolution when Radek was no longer in bloc with Trotsky and instead was 
attacking him day in and day out in the Stalinist press. Thus Rade!: be= 
came a target of Trotsky's ire and as a consequence Radek's real line 
in the Chinese Revolution was accordingly laid bare before the Trotsly 
sorkers, Be that as it may, Radelx's line which held to the subordinatio 
of the revoluionary Chinese workers to the Kuomintang was confirmed by 
the whole course of events, according to Trotsky’s document of May 
1927. However, there is even more direct evidence on the subject of 
Trotsiy's line on the Kuomintang. Ina letter to Shachtman in December 
1930 Trotsky explicitly aclmowledged that throughout the first hald of 
1927, that is, after Chiang's Canton coup of March 1926, after the fierco 
slaughter in Shanghai in April 1927, and after the butchery in fuhan in 
May 1927, ho did not even raisc before the Russian Party and the Comintern 


the question of breaking with the Kuomintang: 


"' You are quite right when you point out that the Russian 
Opposition, as late as the first half of 1927, did not 
demand openly the withdrawal from the Kuomintang. !" (Quoted 
in "Problems of the Chinese Revolution," p. 19) 


Thus all the evidence flatly contradicts the fable that Trotsky 
sounded the warning against the treacherous Stalinist policy during the 
important turning points of the Chinese Revolution of 1925-27, It vas 
only after the consummation of the Stalinist betrayal that Trotsky then 
raised a me and cry about the Kuomintang issue and thereby covered his 
own participation in folsting this counter-revolutionary Stalinist policy 
on the misled Chinese workers, Interestingly, this particulur policy 
of continuing in the Kuomintang even became untenable for the Stalinist 
clique and in August 1927 the Chinese C.P, on orders from Stalin changed 
its course to putschist uprisings, In December 1927 this "uprising" 
policy was effected in Canton where thousands of Stalinist followers vere 
led into a suicidal putsch long after 211 power had been firmly consoli~ 
dated in the hands of the Chiang Kai Shek men. The Canton "insurrec~ 
tion" became the Stalinist cover &s the mllabaloo against the policy 
of building the Kuomintang became Trotsky's protective device. Both 
alibis were designed to evade responsibility for the betrayal of the 
Chinese masses in 1925-27, during the development of the Chinese civil ver. 
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The subordination of the C.P, of China to the Kuomintang was but one 
half of the story of the Chinese betrayal, The other concerns the 
theoretical line which formed the basis for this policy. We have al- 
ready cited the Joffe-Sun Yat Sen communique which repudiated the line 
of permanent revolution for China and set a perspective for bourgeois 
rule, To befuddle the revolutionary Chinese workers the pre-1917, utopia 
of a twoeclass dictatorship was exhumed from the political graveyard by 
the Stalin crew and palmed off 4s a proletarian program for China, 


In 1926 Trotsky formed & bloc with Zinoviev and Kamenev who were el- 
bowed out of power by Stalin in one of the phises of the latter's central- 
ization of authority. The Trotsky-Zinoviev—-Kamenev bloc had to overcome 
a most G@nnoying political stumbling block, Previously, when Zingviev and 
Kamenev were in bloc with Stalin, they had ganged up on Trotsky and used 
his theory of permanent revolution and his pre-1917 differences with 
Lenin over this vital principle as 4@ talking point to frame up Trotskye 
It so happened that on this important principle, Trotsky had been proven 
right and Lenin wrong; in 1917 in his April Theses Lenin adopted Trotsly 's 
position on permanent revolution 4nd liquidated his differences on this 
question. However, in 1926-27, to cement his bloc with Zinoviev and 
Kamenev, Trotsky came out publicly with a political face-saving declare 
tion for his two new comrades~in-arms., Trotsky simply declared that 
Lenin mhe had been wrong on Permanent Revolution was right, and that 
Trotsky who was proven right on this princitplo was wrong. Here is thet 
statement which threw @ veil over the previous criminal ideological 
work of Zinoviev and Kamenev: 


"Trotsky has stated to the International that in all 
those questions of principle upon which he disputed with 
Lenin, Lenin was right — and particularly upon the quese 
tion of the permanent reyolution and the peasantry." 
(Platform of the Opposition, printed in English under the 


the title, "The Real Situation in Russia,"p. 180. My emphasis - A.B,) 


Trotsky's bartering of hiw own great historical contribution as the 
price for a factional deal with two putrid Stalinist bandits shows the 
level of degeneracy he had reached in his descent from Marxist politics 
to the Stalinist cesspool. As a result of his deal with Zinoviev and 
Kamenev, permanent revolution was repudiated in the Platform of the sel - 
styled Opposition bloc in 1927 during the most crucial phase of the 
Chinese Revolution . 


In the document on China dated May 17, 1927 Trotsky showed how he 
applied his disavowal of permanent revolution for China. In this remark 
able document Trotsky even went beyond the bounds of Lenin's disproven 
two class utopia which was formated for the tasks of the bourgeois revo- 
lution. Trotsky now raised a call for a dictatorship of three classes} 
tho workers, the peasantry, and the urban petty-bourgeoisic? 


"The Opposition is energetically in favor of strengthening 
and developing the bloc with the revolutionary clements of 
the Kuomintang, for a compact fighting alliance of the 
workers with the poor population of the city and country, 
for the course towards the ravolutionary dictatorship of the 
workers, peasants and the urban petty bourgeoisie." ("Prob= 
lems of the Chinese Revolution," L. Trotsky, p. 60. My 
emphasis - 4, B,) 


This formula was exceeded in brazenness only by the Stalin clique 
who added in the big bourgeoisie and raised the ante up to four classes. 
This was the farce made of Marxism by the Stalinist renegades, Both in 
the case of Trotsky, and in that of Stalin, the position of permanent 
revolution was thrown out of the window and the trusting Chinese masses 
were shackled with a counter-revolutionary policy. 


Clearly, on the question of subordinating the Chinese workers and 
peasants under the flag of the Kuomintang, Trotsky fundamentally pursued 
a Stalinist policy throughout the crucial phases of the Chinese Revolu~ 
tionof 1925-27. Thus Trotsky stands convicted together with Stalin for 
the betrayal of the great Chinese revolution and stands responsible with 
Stalin for saddling the Chinese masses with that bloody murderep and 
torturer, Chiang Kai Shek, The Cannon-Shachtman pretense that the defeat 
of the Chinese Revolution cannot be ascribed to the line of the Trotsky= 
Zinoviev Opposition Bloc because it allegedly sounded the revolutionary 
tocsin at every important development is a shameless falsification, It 
is designed to evade responsibility for the participation of Trotsky in 
the momentous betrayal of the Chinese msses and whitewash his crooked 
horse deals with Zinoviev-Kamenev—Radek in tmt crucszal period of history 
when the fate of the Chinese msses hung in the balance. ve 
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